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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . Claims 1 and 3-11,1 3-52 remain pending. 

Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

2. A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1 .114, including the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this 
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1 .1 14, and the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .1 7(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action 
has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on 21 
August 2006 has been entered. 

Specification 

3. The disclosure is objected to because of the following informalities: 
- Page 8, line 6, "complied" should be "compiled" 

Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

4. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless- 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

5. Claims 1, 3, 7-10, 28-36, 41-45, 47 and 52 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) 
as being anticipated by Wu et al. (US 5,987,256), hereinafter referred to as Wu. 

6. Regarding claim 1 , Wu discloses a method for providing content, comprising the 
steps of: 
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receiving a request for particular content, said request is received at a server 
(col. 2, lines 45-46); 

accessing a mark-up language description of said particular content (col. 2, lines 
46-47, 57); 

compiling said mark-up language description of said particular content to create 
executable code for a rendering entity different than and within a browser (col. 17, II. 10- 
22), said executable code provides said particular content, said step of compiling is 
performed at said server in response to said request (col. 2, lines 47-50 and col. 4, lines 
43-48); and 

transmitting said executable code from said server to said rendering entity (col. 2, 
lines 50-51 and col. 4, lines 43-48). 

7. Regarding claim 3, Wu discloses that said executable code implements a user 
interface that provides access to said particular content (col. 2, lines 17-19). 

8. Regarding claim 7, Wu discloses executing said executable code at said 
rendering entity (col. 4, lines 32-35). 

9. Regarding claim 8, Wu discloses: 

accessing media content, said particular content includes said media content 
(col. 2, lines 46-47, 60); 

transforming said media content to an accepted format (col. 2, lines 47-50); and 
adding said transformed media content to said executable code (col. 2, lines 47- 

50). 
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1 0. Regarding claim 9, Wu discloses that said step of compiling comprises the steps 
of converting said mark-up language description to action script; and compiling said 
action script into action script byte code (col. 17, liners 49-50). 

1 1 . Regarding claim 1 0, Wu discloses the steps of: 

accessing media content, said particular content includes said media content 
(col. 2, lines 46-47, 60); 

transforming said media content to an accepted format (col. 2, lines 47-50); and 
adding said transformed media content to said executable code (col. 2, lines 47- 
50), said request is from said client (col. 2, line 52), said executable code implements a 
user interface that provides access to said particular content (col. 2, lines 17-19), said 
particular content includes data (col. 2, lines 45-46) and said data is compiled to 
executable code during said step of compiling (col. 2, lines 47-50). 

12. Regarding claim 28, Wu discloses one or more processor readable storage 
devices having processor readable code embodied on said processor readable storage 
devices, said processor readable code for programming one or more processors to 
perform a method comprising the steps of: 

receiving a request for particular content, said request is received at a server 
(col. 2, lines 45-46); 

accessing a mark-up language description of said particular content (col. 2, lines 
46-47, 57); 

compiling said mark-up language description of said particular content to create 
executable code for a plug-in to a browser (col. 17, 11/10-22), said executable code 
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provides said particular content, said step of compiling is performed at said server in 
response to said request (col. 2, lines 47-50); and 

transmitting said executable code from said server to a client (col. 2, lines 50-51 ). 

1 3. Regarding claim 29, Wu discloses that said request is from said browser (col. 2, 
line 52). 

14. Regarding claim 30, Wu discloses that said executable code implements a user 
interface that provides access to said particular content (col. 2, lines 17-19). 

1 5. Regarding claim 31 , Wu discloses that: 

said particular content includes data (col. 2, lines 45-46); and 
said data is compiled to executable code during said step of compiling (col. 2, 
lines 47-50). 

1 6. Regarding claim 32, Wu discloses that said method further comprises the steps 
of: 

accessing media content, said particular content includes said media content 
(col. 2, lines 46-47, 60); 

transforming said media content to an accepted format (col. 2, lines 47-50); and 
adding said transformed media content to said executable code (col. 2, lines 47- 

50). 

1 7. Regarding claim 33, Wu discloses one or more processor readable storage 
devices having processor readable code embodied on said processor readable storage 
devices, said processor readable code for programming one or more processors to 
perform a method comprising the steps of: 
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receiving a request for particular content, said request is received at a server 
(col. 2, lines 45-46); 

accessing first code associated with said particular content (col. 2, lines 46-47, 

57); 

compiling said first code to create executable code for a plug-in to a web client, 
said executable code implements a user interface that provides access to said particular 
content (col. 2, lines 17-19), said step of compiling is performed at said server in 
response to said request (col. 2, lines 47-50); and 

transmitting said executable code from said server to said plug-in (col. 2, lines 
50-51). 

18. Regarding claim 34, Wu discloses that said request is from said web client (col. 
2, line 52). 

1 9. Regarding claim 35, Wu discloses that: 

said particular content includes data (col. 2, lines 45-46); and 
said data is compiled to executable code during said step of compiling (col. 2, 
lines 47-50). 

20. Regarding claim 36, Wu discloses the steps of: 

accessing media content, said particular content includes said media content 
(col. 2, lines 46-47, 60); 

transforming said media content to an accepted format (col. 2, lines 47-50); and 
adding said transformed media content to said executable code (col. 2, lines 47- 

50). 
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21 . Regarding claim 41 , Wu discloses an apparatus, comprising: 
one or more storage devices (col. 4, lines 57-59); and 

one or more processors in communication with said one or more storage devices 
(col. 4, lines 57-59), said one or more processors receive a request for particular 
content, said request is received at a server (col. 2, lines 45-46), said request is from a 
client (col. 2, line 52), said one or more processors access a mark-up language 
description of said particular content (col. 2, lines 46-47, 57) and compile said mark-up 
language description of said particular content to create executable code for a plug-in to 
a HTTP client, said executable code provides said particular content, said compiling is 
performed at said server in response to said plug-in (col. 2, lines 47-50), and said one 
or more processors transmit said executable code from said server to said plug-in (col. 
2, lines 50-51). 

22. Regarding claim 42, Wu discloses that said executable code implements a user 
interface that provides access to said particular content (col. 2, lines 17-19). 

23. Regarding claim 43, Wu discloses that: 

said particular content includes data (col. 2, lines 45-46); and 
said data is compiled to executable code during said step of compiling (col. 2, 
lines 47-50). 

24. Regarding claim 44, Wu discloses wherein: 

said particular content includes media content (col. 2, lines 46-47, 60). 

25. Regarding claim 45, Wu discloses an apparatus, comprising: 
one or more storage devices (col. 4, lines 57-59); and 
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one or more processors in communication with said one or more storage devices 
(col. 4, lines 57-59), said one or more processors perform a method comprising the 
steps of: 

receiving a request for particular content, said request is received at a 
server (col. 2, lines 45-46), said request is from a client, said client includes a 
browser and a rendering engine that is different than said browser but operates 
within said browser (col. 2, line 52), 

accessing first code associated with said particular content at said server 
(col. 2, lines 46-47, 57), 

compiling said first code to create executable code for said rendering 
engine, said executable code implements a user interface that provides access 
to said particular content (col. 2, lines 17-19), said step of compiling is performed 
at said server in response to said request (col. 2, lines 47-50), and 

transmitting said executable code from said server to said client (col. 2, 
lines 50-51). 

The server on which the files are converted inherently must contain a storage 
device, otherwise it could not store the precompiler software. The server must also 
inherently contain a processor in communication with the storage device, otherwise it 
could not run the precompiler software. 
26. Regarding claim 47, Wu discloses the steps of: 

accessing media content, said particular content includes said media content 
(col. 2, lines 46-47, 60); 
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transforming said media content to an accepted format (col. 2, lines 47-50); and 
adding said transformed media content to said executable code (col. 2, lines 47- 

50). 

27. Regarding claim 52, Wu discloses the method wherein: 

said request includes an indication that identifies a type of rendering entity from a 
group of rendering entities (col. 17, II. 10-22); and 

said compiling includes creating said executable code specific for said type of 
rendering entity in response to said indication (col. 17, II. 10-22). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

28. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

29. This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of 
the claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of 
the various claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein 
were made absent any evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation 
under 37 CFR 1 .56 to point out the inventor and invention dates of each claim that was 
not commonly owned at the time a later invention was made in order for the examiner to 
consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) 
prior art under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 
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30. Claims 6, 18, and 25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Wu. 

31 . Regarding claims 6, 1 8, and 25, Wu discloses that the executable code is 
transmitted over the World Wide Web to the target device (col. 2, lines 21-22), however 
Wu does not expressly disclose that the step of transmitting includes using HTTP to 
transmit said executable code via a network. Official notice is taken that the use of 
HTTP to transmit executable code via a network is old and well known in the art. It 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the applicant's 
invention to include the use of HTTP because of the common use of HTTP when 
transmitting data over a network. 

32. Claim 1 1 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being unpatentable over Wu in 
view of Russell (2002/0069420). 

33. Regarding claim 1 1 , Wu does not expressly disclose the step of authenticating 
said request, said steps of compiling and transmitting are only performed if said step of 
authenticating is successful. Russell teaches that a network may authenticate a user's 
request to download content and that if that authentication fails, the server will not allow 
the user to download the content (par. 94, lines 1-10). Wu and Russell are analogous 
art because they are both from the same field of endeavor of content delivery. At the 
time of invention it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art to 
allow Wu's invention to authenticate requests for content and to deny delivery of the 
content if the request does not pass authentication, as taught by Russell. The 
motivation for doing so would have been to ensure that the user making the request is 
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authorized to access the content (par. 91 , lines 6-7). Therefore it would have been 
obvious to combine Russell with Wu for the benefit of authorized access to obtain the 
invention as specified in claim 1 1 . 

34. Claims 4, 5, 13, 21-24, 26, 27, 37-40 and 46 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) 
as being unpatentable over Wu in view of Davis (6,643,696). 

35. Regarding claim 4, Wu discloses that: 

said particular content includes data (col. 2, lines 45-46); and 
said data is compiled to executable code during said step of compiling (col. 2, 
lines 47-50). 

Wu does not expressly disclose receiving a request from said client for second 
content, that said second content includes data from an external data source, and that 
said request for said second content is received by and handled by said request handler 
in said presentation server. However, Davis teaches that a client device can send a 
request to a server for secondary content (col. 5, lines 54-58) and that the secondary 
content can be from an external data source (abstract, line 7). Wu and Davis are 
analogous art because they are both from the same field of endeavor of computer 
systems. At the time of invention, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art that Davis's method of calling an application from a previously downloaded 
webpage could be used with Wu's method of compiling code at a server rather than at 
the client. After Davis's webpage is downloaded with Wu's system, Davis's webpage 
would call the secondary application and Wu's system would then proceed to locate and 
compile that secondary application for presentation to the client. The motivation for 
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doing so would have been to allow the users of Wu's system to be able to utilize content 
of the type described in Davis on a thin-client device (col. 1, lines 59-61). Therefore it 
would have been obvious to combine Davis with Wu for the benefit of utilizing more 
complex content on a thin-client device to obtain the invention as specified in claim 4. 

36. Regarding claim 5, Wu discloses that said step of compiling includes converting 
said data to action script and compiling said action script into action script byte code 
(col. 17, lines 49-50). 

37. Regarding claim 1 3, Wu discloses that said particular content includes a first 
application (col. 2, lines 45-46), and the steps of accessing a mark-up language 
description of content (col. 2, lines 46-47, 57), compiling said mark-up language 
description of content (col. 2, lines 47-50), and transmitting said compiled mark-up 
language description of content to said client (col. 2, lines 50-51). Wu does not 
expressly disclose the step of receiving a request from said client for second content 
and that said second content includes a second application called by said first 
application. Davis teaches that a client device can send a request to a server for 
secondary content and that the second content can include a second application that is 
called by the first application (col. 5, lines 54-58). At the time of invention, it would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art that Davis's method of calling an 
application from a previously downloaded webpage could be used with Wu's method of 
compiling code at a server rather than at the client. After Davis's webpage is 
downloaded with Wu's system, Davis's webpage would call the secondary application 
and Wu's system would then proceed to locate and compile that secondary application 
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for presentation to the client. The motivation for doing so would have been to allow the 
users of Wu's system to be able to utilize content of the type described in Davis on a 
thin-client device (col. 1, lines 59-61). Therefore it would have been obvious to combine 
Davis with Wu for the benefit of utilizing more complex content on a thin-client device to 
obtain the invention as specified in claim 13. 

38. Regarding claim 21 , Wu discloses a method for providing content, comprising the 
steps of: 

receiving a request for content that includes data, said request is received at a 
server (col. 2, lines 45-46); 

accessing a mark-up language description associated with said content at said 
server (col. 2, .lines 45-46); 

acquiring said data from a data source external to and different than said server 
in response to said mark-up language description, said data is acquired by said server 
(col. 2, lines 46-47); 

compiling said content at said server to create executable code, said content is 
based on said mark-up language description and said data, said executable code 
includes a representation of said data, said step of compiling is performed in response 
to said request (col. 2, lines 47-50); and 

transmitting said executable code from said server to a client (col. 2, lines 50-51 ). 

Wu discloses that said particular content includes a first application (col. 2, lines 
45-46), and the steps of accessing a mark-up language description of content (col. 2, 
lines 46-47, 57), compiling said mark-up language description of content (col. 2, lines 
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47-50), and transmitting said compiled mark-up language description of content to said 
client (col. 2, lines 50-51 ). Wu does not expressly disclose the step of receiving a 
request from said client for second content and that said second content includes a 
second application called by said first application. Davis teaches that a client device 
can send a request to a server for secondary content and that the second content can 
include a second application that is called by the first application (col. 5, lines 54-58). At 
the time of invention, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art that 
Davis's method of calling an application from a previously downloaded webpage could 
be used with Wu's method of compiling code at a server rather than at the client. After 
Davis's webpage is downloaded with Wu's system, Davis's webpage would call the 
secondary application and Wu's system would then proceed to locate and compile that 
secondary application for presentation to the client. The motivation for doing so would 
have been to allow the users of Wu's system to be able to utilize content of the type 
described in Davis on a thin-client device (col. 1 , lines 59-61 ). Therefore it would have 
been obvious to combine Davis with Wu for the benefit of utilizing more complex content 
on a thin-client device to obtain the invention as specified in claim 21 . 

39. Regarding claim 22, Wu discloses that said request is from said client (col. 2, line 
52). 

40. Regarding claim 23, Wu discloses that said executable code implements a user 
interface that provides access to said data (col. 2, lines 17-19). 
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41 . Regarding claim 24, Wu discloses that said step of compiling includes converting 
said data to action script and compiling said action script into action script byte code 
(col. 17, lines 49-50). 

42. Regarding claim 26, Wu discloses executing said executable code at said client 
(col. 4, lines 32-35). 

43. Regarding claim 27, Wu discloses: 
accessing media content (col. 2, lines 46-47, 60); 

transforming said media content to an accepted format (col. 2, lines 47-50); and 
adding said transformed media content to said executable code (col. 2, lines 47- 

50). 

44. Regarding claim 37, Wu discloses one or more processor readable storage 
devices having processor readable code embodied on said processor readable storage 
devices, said processor readable code for programming one or more processors to 
perform a method comprising: 

receiving a request for content that includes data other than code, said request is 
received at a server (col. 2, lines 45-46); 

acquring said data from a data source external to said server, said acquiring is 
performed by said server (col. 2, lines 46-47, 57); 

compiling said data at said server to create executable code for a rendering 
entity that is separate from a browser but operates within said browser, said executable 
code includes a representation of said data, said step of compiling is performed in 
response to said request (col. 2, lines 47-50); and 
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transmitting said executable code from said server to said rendering entity at a 
client (col. 2, lines 50-51). 

Wu discloses that said particular content includes a first application (col. 2, lines 
45-46), and the steps of accessing a mark-up language description of content (col. 2, 
lines 46-47, 57), compiling said mark-up language description of content (col. 2, lines 
47-50), and transmitting said compiled mark-up language description of content to said 
client (col. 2, lines 50-51). Wu does not expressly disclose the step of receiving a 
request from said client for second content and that said second content includes a 
second application called by said first application. Davis teaches that a client device 
can send a request to a server for secondary content and that the second content can 
include a second application that is called by the first application (col. 5, lines 54-58). At 
the time of invention, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art that 
Davis's method of calling an application from a previously downloaded webpage could 
be used with Wu's method of compiling code at a server rather than at the client. After 
Davis's webpage is downloaded with Wu's system, Davis's webpage would call the 
secondary application and Wu's system would then proceed to locate and compile that 
secondary application for presentation to the client. The motivation for doing so would 
have been to allow the users of Wu's system to be able to utilize content of the type 
described in Davis on a thin-client device (col. 1 , lines 59-61). Therefore it would have 
been obvious to combine Davis with Wu for the benefit of utilizing more complex content 
on a thin-client device to obtain the invention as specified in claim 37. 
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45. Regarding claim 38, Wu discloses that said request is from said client (col. 2, line 
52). 

46. Regarding claim 39, Wu discloses said executable code implements a user 
interface that provides access to said data (col. 2, lines 17-19). 

47. Regarding claim 40, Wu discloses that said method further comprises the steps 
of: 

accessing media content (col. 2, lines 46-47, 60); 

transforming said media content to an accepted format (col. 2, lines 47-50); and 
adding said transformed media content to said executable code (col. 2, lines 47- 

50). 

48. Regarding claim 46, Wu discloses that: 

said particular content includes data stored at a source external to said server, 
said accessing first code includes accessing said data at said source external to said 
server (col. 2, lines 45-46); and 

said data is compiled to executable code during said step of compiling (col. 2, 
lines 47-50). 

Wu discloses that said particular content includes a first application (col. 2, lines 
45-46), and the steps of accessing a mark-up language description of content (col. 2, 
lines 46-47, 57), compiling said mark-up language description of content (col. 2, lines 
47-50), and transmitting said compiled mark-up language description of content to said 
client (col. 2, lines 50-51 ). Wu does not expressly disclose the step of receiving a 
request from said client for second content and that said second content includes a 
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second application called by said first application. Davis teaches that a client device 
can send a request to a server for secondary content and that the second content can 
include a second application that is called by the first application (col. 5, lines 54-58). At 
the time of invention, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art that 
Davis's method of calling an application from a previously downloaded webpage could 
be used with Wu's method of compiling code at a server rather than at the client. After 
Davis's webpage is downloaded with Wu's system, Davis's webpage would call the 
secondary application and Wu's system would then proceed to locate and compile that 
secondary application for presentation to the client. The motivation for doing so would 
have been to allow the users of Wu's system to be able to utilize content of the type 
described in Davis on a thin-client device (col. 1 , lines 59-61). Therefore it would have 
been obvious to combine Davis with Wu for the benefit of utilizing more complex content 
on a thin-client device to obtain the invention as specified in claim 46. 
49. Claims 14-17, 19, 20 and 48-51 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Wu in view of Wagner (US 6,085,224). 

Regarding claim 14, Wu teaches a method for providing content, comprising the 
steps of receiving a request for particular content, said request is received at a server 
(col. 2, lines 45-46); accessing first code associated with said particular content, said 
first code includes a mark-up language description and a scripting language description 
(col. 2, lines 46-47, 57 and col. 1, lines 17-21). Wu does teach compiling HTML to 
create executable code that implements a user interface that provides access to said 
particular content (col. 2, lines 17-19), said step of compiling is performed at said server 
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in response to said request (col. 2, lines 47-50); and transmitting said executable code 
from said server to a client (col. 2, lines 50-51). Wu teaches the compilation of HTML or 
JAVA but does not explicitly teach the compilation a combination of both to create 
combined executable code. The combination of a markup language code and a 
scripting language description is deemed as common in the art as evidenced by 
Wagner in column 15, line 61 - column 16, line 15 wherein Wagner teaches the use of 
embedded commands used in an HTML file to include javascript or visual basic script 
languages. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to include 
scripting languages embedded within a markup language file as taught by Wagner. 
One of ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to embed script languages 
due to the common use of scripting in markup language files. 

50. Regarding claim 15, Wu discloses that said request is from said client (col. 2, line 
52). 

51 . Regarding claim 16, Wu discloses that: 

said particular content includes data (col. 2, lines 45-46); and 
said data is compiled to executable code during said step of compiling (col. 2, 
lines 47-50). 

52. Regarding claim 17, Wu discloses that said step of compiling includes converting 
said data to action script and compiling said action script into action script byte code 
(col. 17, lines 49-50). 

53. Regarding claim 19, Wu discloses executing said executable code at said client 
(col. 4, lines 32-35). 
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54. Regarding claim 20, Wu discloses the steps of: 

accessing media content, said particular content includes said media content 
(col. 2, lines 46-47, 60); 

transforming said media content to an accepted format (col. 2, lines 47-50); and 
adding said transformed media content to said executable code (col. 2, lines 47- 

50). 

55. Regarding claim 48, Wu discloses an apparatus, comprising: 
one or more storage devices (col. 4, lines 57-59); and 

one or more processors in communication with said one or more storage devices 
(col. 4, lines 57-59), said one or more processors receive a request for content that 
includes data other than code, said request is received at a server (col. 2, lines 45-46), 
said request is from a client (col. 2, line 52), said one or more processors access a 
mark-up language description and a scripting language description associated with said 
content at said server (col. 2, lines 46-47) and acquire said data from a source external 
to said server, said data is acquired by said server (col. 2, lines 46-47), said one or 
more processors compile said mark-up language description and said scripting 
language description at said server to create executable code, said executable code 
includes a representation of said data, said compiling is performed in response to said 
request (col. 2, lines 47-50), and said one or more processors transmit said executable 
code from said server to said client (col. 2, lines 50-51). 

The server on which the files are converted inherently must contain a storage 
device, otherwise it could not store the precompiler software. The server must also 
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inherently contain a processor in communication with the storage device, otherwise it 
could not run the precompiler software. 

Wu discloses that said particular content includes a first application (col. 2, lines 
45-46), and the steps of accessing a mark-up language description of content (col. 2, 
lines 46-47, 57), compiling said mark-up language description of content (col. 2, lines 
47-50), and transmitting said compiled mark-up language description of content to said 
client (col. 2, lines 50-51 ). Wu does not expressly disclose the step of receiving a 
request from said client for second content and that said second content includes a 
second application called by said first application. Davis teaches that a client device 
can send a request to a server for secondary content and that the second content can 
include a second application that is called by the first application (col. 5, lines 54-58). At 
the time of invention, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art that 
Davis's method of calling an application from a previously downloaded webpage could 
be used with Wu's method of compiling code at a server rather than at the client. After 
Davis's webpage is downloaded with Wu's system, Davis's webpage would call the 
secondary application and Wu's system would then proceed to locate and compile that 
secondary application for presentation to the client. The motivation for doing so would 
have been to allow the users of Wu's system to be able to utilize content of the type 
described in Davis on a thin-client device (col. 1, lines 59-61). Therefore it would have 
been obvious to combine Davis with Wu for the benefit of utilizing more complex content 
on a thin-client device to obtain the invention as specified in claim 48. 
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Wu teaches the compilation of HTML or JAVA but does not explicitly teach the 
compilation a combination of both to create combined executable code. The 
combination of a markup language code and a scripting language description is deemed 
as common in the art as evidenced by Wagner in column 15, line 61 - column 16, line 
15 wherein Wagner teaches the use of embedded commands used in an HTML file to 
include javascript or visual basic script languages. It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art to include scripting languages embedded within a markup 
language file as taught by Wagner. One of ordinary skill in the art would have been 
motivated to embed script languages due to the common use of scripting in markup 
language files. 

56. Regarding claim 49, Wu discloses that said executable code implements a user 
interface that provides access to said data (col. 2, lines 17-19). 

57. Regarding claim 50, Wu discloses the steps of: 

said data includes media content (col. 2, lines 46-47, 60). 

58. Regarding claim 51 , Wu teaches the method wherein said data is media data 
(col. 2, II. 46-47, 60). 

Response to Arguments 

59. Applicant's arguments filed 21 August 2006 have been fully considered but they 
are not persuasive. 

60. (A) Applicant argues that Wu does not disclose "compiling said mark-up 
language description of said particular content to create executable code for a rendering 
entity different than and within a browser" Examiner respectfully disagrees. Wu 
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teaches in column 17, lines 10-22 the use of a Java applet program which is deemed 
the same as a rendering entity which is contained within a browser. 

61 . (B) Applicant's argument with respect to claim 14 is deemed moot in view of the 
new ground of rejection. 

62. (C) Applicant argues with respect to claims 4, 5, 13, 21-24, 26, 27, 37-40, 46 and 
48-50 that there is no motivation to combine the references as proposed by the 
Examiner because Davis and Wu disclose inventions in different areas of technology. 

In response to applicant's argument that Davis and Wu are nonanalogous art, it has 
been held that a prior art reference must either be in the field of applicant's endeavor or, 
if not, then be reasonably pertinent to the particular problem with which the applicant 
was concerned, in order to be relied upon as a basis for rejection of the claimed 
invention. See In re Oetiker, 977 F.2d 1443, 24 USPQ2d 1443 (Fed. Cir. 1992). In this 
case, Davis and Wu are both within the realm of computer networking technology and 
are considered to be analogous enough to be relied upon as a basis for rejection of the 
filed claims. 

63. (D) Applicant argues with respect to claim 21 that neither Wu nor Davis teach or 
suggest "receiving a request for content that includes data other than code ... acquiring 
said data from a data source external to and different than said server in response to 
said mark-up language description, said data is acquired by said server ..." Examiner 
respectfully disagrees. Davis teaches wherein it is known how to enable access to 
remote storage or an external data source in column 5, lines 54-58. Davis's method of 
calling an application from a previously downloaded webpage could be used with Wu's 
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method of compiling code at a server rather than at the client. After Davis's webpage is 
downloaded with Wu's system, Davis's webpage would call the secondary application 
and Wu's system would then proceed to locate and compile that secondary application 
for presentation to the client. The motivation for doing so would have been to allow the 
users of Wu's system to be able to utilize content of the type described in Davis on a 
thin-client device (col . 1 , lines 59-61 ). 

Conclusion 

64. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

Scheinkman (US 7,062,530 B2) teaches a browser with messaging capability and other 

persistent connections. 
Balassanian (US 6,976,248 B2) teaches an application server facilitating with client's 

computer for applets along with various formats. 
Lamkin et al. (US 2006/0041639) teaches platform detection for a media services 

interface which enables synchronization of disparate media playback. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Benjamin A. Ailes whose telephone number is (571 )272- 
3899. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 6:30-4, IFP Work Schedule. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Andrew Caldwell can be reached on (571 )272-3868. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



baa 



PRIMARY EXAMINER 




